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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-2, 5-14, 17-18, and 25-63 are pending. Claims 1-2, 5-14, 17-18 and 25-63 have been 
examined. Claims 17-18 and 57-63 have been indicated allowable. Claims 1-2, 5-14, 25-36, 
and 37-56 have been rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see page 17, filed 9/6/2006, with respect to the U.S.C. 112, 2 nd 
paragraph rejections of claims 1-2, 5-14, and 25-56 have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. The U.S.C. 112, 2 nd paragraph rejections of claims 1-2, 5-14, and 25-56 have 
been withdrawn. 

2. Applicant's arguments, see pages 18-19, filed 9/6/2006, with respect to the U.S.C. 112, 1 st 
paragraph rejections of claims 34 and 56 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Even though it could be obvious that "removing a preamble when transferring a 
data packet from the network to the circuit simulation, one skilled in the art would be 
enabled by these teachings to insert a preamble when sending a data packet in the reverse 
direction", the applicant has to actually teach that because a hardware or software has to be 
involved to perform this step and teaching of removing does not guarantee the teaching of 
inserting because they are 2 separate teachings for data transfer involving different methods 
of implementing either hardware or software. The U.S.C. 112, 1 st paragraph rejections of 
claims 34 and 56, therefore, remain. 

3. Applicant's arguments, see pages 20-21 filed 9/6/2006, have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. The applicant argues that Lin does not teach "simulation being carried 
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out by a program executing in a host computer, the simulation includes simulating the 
electronic devices' interaction with the network. Lin actual teaches a co-verification system 
that includes a host PC and a reconfigurable computing hardware array to emulate an 
electronic device, wherein the host PC is used to simulate the software of portion and 
control the simulation of the emulated electronic device (col. 22, lines 13-18; and col. 21, 
lines 33-47). In addition, the simulation system provides interaction communication among 
the host PC, emulated electronic device, and target system and I/O devices (col. 21, lines 
33-47). Therefore, these teachings fit with the claim's teaching of "simulation being carried 
out by a program executing in a host computer, the simulation includes simulating the 
electronic devices' interaction with the network". The applicant also argues that col. 1 1 , lines 
40-44 does not teach "receiving" or "transmitting". It is actually taught in col. 11, lines 38-44, 
that software clock provides synchronization necessary to process incoming and outgoing 
data. These "incoming" and "outgoing data" imply receiving and transmitting data. Claim 1, 
therefore, remains rejected. 

4. The applicant argues that since claims 2, 25-26, 37-38, and 47-48 are dependent on claim 
1, which is argued allowable, these claims should be allowable. Since claim 1, remains 
rejected as discussed in item 3 above, claims 2, 25-26, 37-38, and 47-48 remain rejected. 

5. The applicant argues that since claims 5-14, 27-33, 35-36, 39-46, and 49-55 are dependent 
on claim 1, which is argued allowable, these claims should be allowable. Since claim 1, 
remains rejected as discussed in item 3 above, claims 5-14, 27-33, 35-36, 39-46, and 49-55 
remain rejected. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the Invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-2, 25-26, 37-38, and 47-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Lin et al (U.S. Patent 6,389,379 B1). 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

6. As per claim 1 , Lin et al teach a method for simulating an electronic device that interacts 
with a network, the simulation being carried out by a program executing in a host computer, 
the simulation includes simulating the electronic device's interaction with the network (col. 
22, lines 13-18; and col. 21, lines 33-47), the method comprising executing instructions on 
the host computer for: 

(a) receiving data packets designating the electronic device from the network through a 
network interface (col. 11, lines 38-44); and 

(b) transmitting the data packets to the simulation through a software interface to provide 
data packets for simulating the electronic device's interaction with the network (col. 1 1 , lines 
38-44). 
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7. As per claim 47, it is different to claim 1 only that a computer readable medium having 
computer instructions to perform in a computer. The host system is a computer. It, of course 
needs instructions to perform tasks in this claim, and this host has memory, which is a 
computer readable medium to carry out these tasks. This claim is, therefore, rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claims 5, 27, 39 and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lin et al as applied to claims 2, 26, 37 and 47 above, and further in view of Gagne et al 
(U.S. Patent 5303347). 

Claim 6, 28 and 40, 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lin 
et al as applied to claims 2, 26 and 37 above, and further in view of Lakshman (IEEE/ACM 
Transaction on Networking, Vol. 5, No. 3, June 1997). 
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Claim 7-9, 29-31, 41-43, and 51-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lin et al as applied to claims 2, 25, 37, 47 above, and further in view of 
Watanabe et al (U.S. Patent 5,761,486). 

Claims 10, 32, 44, and 54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lin et al as applied to claims 1, 25, and 47 above, and further in view of Chu et al (ACM, 0- 
89791-089-3/83/0300-0170, 1983). 

Claims 11-12, 33, 45-46, and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lin et al as applied to claims 1, 25, 37, and 47 above, and further in view ofNicol 
(U.S. Patent 6757367B1). 

Claims 13-14 and 35-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lin et al as applied to claims 1 and 25 above, and further in view of Hrischuk et al (U.S. 
Appl. 08/937,023). 

Claims 34 and 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lin et al 
as applied to claims 25, 33, 47 and 55 above, and further in view of Teich et al, herein 
Teich, (U.S. Patent 6,229,808 B1). 

8. As per claim 34, Lin does not teach modifying includes inserting a preamble in a data 
packet. 

Teich teaches this limitation (col. 2, lines 26-31). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
Lin and Teich. Teich's teachings would have provided a method of communication for a 
packet-switching computer for internal data transfer (col. 1, lines 38-44. The local header 
added mentioned in these lines is the preamble). 

9. As per claim 56, this limitation has already been discussed in claim 34. It is, rejected for the 
same reasons. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
Claims 17-18 and 57-63 are indicated allowable. The text of those sections not included in 
this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Cuong V. Luu whose telephone number is 571-272-8572. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kamini Shah, can be reached on 571-272-2279. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. An inquiry of a 
general nature or relating to the status of this application should be directed to the TC2100 
Group receptionist: 571-272-2100. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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